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HIGHER EDUCATION INSTITUTIONS: 
PATTERNS OF EXPENDITURES 

The Need for the Study 

As increasing numbers of higher education institutions are having to face 
decisions about conditions that could lead to financial distress, faculty have 
reason for a greater interest in the way in which institutions expend their financial 
resources. The outlook for continuing declines in the number of persons in the 
18-to-24 age group accompanying extremely high levels of inflation makes it 
necessary for every institution to direct greater attention to the use . of its 
resources. , fc 

Criteria for evaluating financial data to identify the institutions approaching 
or experiencing financial distress are hot yet available. For example, many 
institutions already in serious straits have shown little or no deterioration in the 
quality of their programs. 

A review of patterns of expenditures among similar institutions may make it 
possible to identify the institutions having unusual expenditure priorities that 
may be symptoms of impending financial distress. It may also help an institution 
evaluate the extent to which its financial resources are directed to the achieve* 
ment of institutional purposes. 

Each year institutions of higher education are asked to report basic financial 
data to the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) in the Higher Educa- 
tion General Information Survey (HEGIS) package of questionnaires. The 
HEG1S financial questionnaire requests a wide variety of information on income 
and expenditures, although the categories are not as detailed as those in institu- 
tional budgets or in the reports required by some state coordinating offices. In the 
absence of more detailed data from all institutions of higher education, the 
information from the HEGIS survey provides the best source for an analysis and 
a comparison of financial receipts and expenditures on a national basis. 

National and state-by-state summaries of receipts and expenditures of 
higher education institutions by type and control have been published by NCES 
for fiscal 1977 in Financial Statistics of Institutions of Higher Education, Fiscal 
1977 by Norman J. Brandt and Anne Ni (available for $4.50 from the Super- 
intendent of Documents, U.S. Government Prhting Office, Washington, D.C. 
20402; stock number 017-080*02018-1). 

Definitions of the types of institutions and of the expenditures included in 
each of the broad categories used in the HEGIS financial questionnaire may be 
found in the Appendix of this Research Memo. 



The Findings of the Study 

Using the financial data reported to NCES fcr fiscal 1977 NEA R«e 9r ,h 
has s Ummar Z ed the distributions of institutional S L ^S 
2L? ,n t st " Ut,0nS , th i° Ugh us ? of ratios of expenditures in each componem 

iransters;. tables I through 6 contain these summaries, with institutions clari- 
fied by type and control as follows: Public Universities (Tahfc rSpSfc oE 
4-Year Institutions (Table 2), Public 2-Year Institutions (Table 3) Ste Uni 

^^ftR?* "~ «- <™< * MS 

« rtW Rat ? S WCre obtained b y div 'd«ng the amount expended for a specific cate- 

gones combined. The resu tant percentage was th™ *tnl^ e„ 1 
sutisticalcompilationforallins^ 

SSSS^ESSZ f dCViati r a, ° ng Whh dcci,cs * ^rt^landTfifSS 
S?Jr percentiles for each component. For example, in Table I the first 
figure given in Column 6 (for the tenth percentile) indicates that if fhe instSition, 
were ranked from low to high based on the ratio of expenditures for SahnTa 
total educational and general expenditures, the point tha" would 
lower lO percent of institutions from the remaining percent 

not r^p^d^\ n r a J y h S ° f thC '^expenditure patterns was also made. It is 
not reported here, however, because in most cases the statistics for Biven 
categories did not differ widely for the two years 8 

Beginning in 1975-76, revisions in the HEGIS questionnaire make it diffim.it 
o compare expenditure patterns with those reported 

effects upon higher education expenditures of many recent developments such 2 
the energy crisis the effects of inflation, changes in progran ^ffiJi'SS 

TaNe7givestheexpendituresfor/™^^^ 
tonal and general expenditure,, by state, for public institutionfaS ^ whole and 
£ S f? UpS ; ™ esub « ro upings reducethe impact of StfW 

h£t.w w' C mst . ,tut,onaJ characteristics upon the expenditure pattern of 
instuu ions within a given category. The differences among the states £ the 

ZnfrLT^t* ^^nal and general expendhures dire/ted tolnSrS! 
//on provide another indication of the variability of these percentages andS 

Hon SISl! to nkS ^ Stat ? b J pe * ent f aBCS of overall expenditures for instruc- 
tion relative to overall total educational and general exoenditures Rant »Z 

givenforpublicinstitutionsasawhoIeandfofS^^^^^ 

highest direct the highest percentages of their expendX tc ^SSSSH^ 
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The data for Tables 7 and 8 are drawn from Higher Education Financing in 
the Fifty States, Interstate Comparisons, Fiscal Year 1976, Review Edition, by 
Marilyn McCoy and D. Kent Halstead (Washington, D.C.: National Institute of 
Education, 1979; available for $7.50 from the Superintendent of Documents, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402; stock number 017- 
080-02068-8). This publication contains a comprehensive review of state-by-state 
comparisons of receipts and expenditures of higher education institutions. 

Some of the variations among the states may result from the following: 

• The extent to which the HEG1S surveys include vocational and techni- 
cal institutions that are postsecondary in nature 

• The proportion of total expenditures for administration of higher edu- 
cation centrally handled by a state postsecondary commission 

• The amount of expenditures for certain services obtained by some 
campuses but not charged back to them by the larger university centers 
providing these services 

• The extent to which state payments for employee benefits do not flow 
through institutional accounts 

• The extent to which capital costs of physical facilities are financed 
through a separate agency instead of through institutional current 
funds 

• The extent to which financial information for central administration 
and extension or research institutes is considered as part of the main 
campus or component campuses 

• The extent to which member campuses are classified in the same cate- 
gory as main campuses 

• The extent to which certain institutions provide some public services 
not handled by higher education in other states 

• Other patterns of appropriations and accounting for higher education 
expenditures. 



Use of the Findings 

The summaries presented in Tables 1 through 6 provide a starting point for 
making an assessment of the extent to which a local institution is typical of similar 
institutions in its pattern of expenditures. The category o( instruction is probably 
of greatest interest to faculty because such expenditures reflect the resources 
directed to accomplishing the primary purpose of most institutions. Statistics for 
the other categories are useful for similar evaluations of other types of expendi- 
tures. Where an institution ranks relatively low in instructional expenditures, for 
example, an evaluation of its relative status in the other categories may identify 
the areas receiving the resources normally directed to instruction. 



expenditure for Tm/mS rTav S\" k "^ iU '*" !* i,h rela,ivel y "°* 
expenditure. «L3TSSi3?^S iJSftSSP 1 ? - "^'^ of 

# m&S V™**™** financing. Generously financed institutions 

require large expenditures in institutional support areas) 

* Sift?* UP u n * Uildings an ^ounds. An institution that deliberately 

htgh adm,„ B ,r. tl ve salaries may do so at the expense SSSS^SS 

useful are the three classifiS Particularly 
degree ^bl^ZSS^^S^^^ ^ bache,or '" 
teristics that may have conlriX " bas,C ,nst,tut '<>nal charac- 

been reduced ^^S^^^^^? 9 ?^ patterns have 
in those of a specific type witW ^SS wK" "! ' V,d . UaI ,n « itutions (« well as 
instructional expendC r * ,at,V ? ,y ,ow in the P^entage of 

ing categories ofthdS 
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The rankings of states by the percentages of total educational and general 
expenditures directed to instruction in the four subgroupings of their public insti- 
tutions (Table 8) permit immediate identification of the status of all institutions of 
a given type within a state relative to their counterparts in each of the other states. 
This summary may also facilitate the identification of clusters of states with 
similar funding, centralized administration, and/ or other considerations 
influencing their institutional expenditure patterns. 



Additional Information from NEA Research 

Copies of the HEGIS financial questionnaire data reported by 
f any institution of higher education are available from NEA 
Research. In addition to information for one's own institution, 
* *° data for selected "peer" institutions may be obtained. If requested, 
r - NEA Research can also assist in identifying such institutions by 
''yr, t , supplying the names and data of institutions in the same Carnegie 
cod* grouping of similar enrollment size as the target institution. 
>' '* Other information and statistics from these data may be 

\ « •* developed upon request. Address inquiries to William S. Graybeal, 
Research Specialist, NEA Research, 1201 Sixteenth Street, N.W., 
, Washington, D.C. 20036. 



APPENDIX 



The following classifications of institutions are used for the summaries in 
Tables 1 through 6. These classifications are assigned by the National Center for 
Education Statistics (NCES) based upon information filed by the institutions in 

/ V ^, S e? UCStionnaircs of the Higher Ed" 0 "' 00 General Information Survey 
(HEGIS). 

INSTITUTION CONTROL 1 

Public institutions are institutions controlled by federal, state, or local govern- 
ments. e 

Private institutions are independent institutions or those controlled by reliaious 
organizations. . .. 6 

INSTITUTION TYPE (Tablet 1-6) 

Universities are institutions that give considerable emphasis to graduate instruc- 
tion, confer advanced degrees as well as bachelor's degrees in a variety of liberal 
arts fields, and have at least two professional schools that are not exclusively 
technological. . 3 

Other 4-year institutions are all 4-year institutions not classified as universities. 
They include institutions granting bachelor's degrees or higher, or some other 
type of equivalent recognition (e.g., ecclesiastical recognition in a theological 
institution) based on at least 4 academic years of college-level work bevond 
secondary school. ' 

Two-year institutions are institutions offering at least 2 years, but less than 
4 years, of college-level work beyond secondary school. 

INSTITUTION TYPE (Tables 7 and 8) 

The following classifications of institutions were introduced and developed 
by the National Center for Higher Education Management Systems (NCHEMS) 
and the data reported by state in Higher Education Financing in the Fifty States 
by Marilyn McCoy and Kent Halstead (Washington, D.C.: National Institute of 
Education, 1979, 221 pp.). Professional and speciilized institutions (law, educa- 
tion, engineering, and those granting degrees in fewer than three programs) are 
not included m this Research Memo. 

Major doctoral degree-granting institutions are those that grant a minimum of 30 
doctoral-level degrees in three or more doctoral-level program areas and do not 
confer more than 50 percent of their degrees in a single program area. 
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Comprehensive institutions are those that do not qualify as Major Doctoral 
Degree-Graiuing Institutions but grant a minimum of 30 postbaccalaureate 
degrees in three i or more postbaccalaureate programs, or confer more than 50 
percent of their degrees at the postbaccalaureate level in three or more programs. 
In both instances the institution confers not more than 50 percent of its decrees in 
a single program area. u C|5 i C »in 

General baccalaureate institutions are those that do not qualify in either of the 
above but grant a minimum of 30 baccalaureate degrees in three or more 
programs, or confer over 50 percent of their degrees in interdisciplinary studies 
in the former subcategory, the institution confers not more than 50 percent of its 
degrees m a single program area. 

Two-year institutions are those that do not confer degrees at the baccalaureate 
master s or doctoral level, but confer degrees or awards for two years of work or 
formal awards and completions for less than two years of work. 

EXPENDITURES 

In the HEGIS questionnaire Financial Statistics of Institutions of Higher 
^cation for Fiscal Year Ending 1977. institutions were asked to report both 
bX£ restr,c t«l current fund expenditures in the classifications listed 

tetruction includes expenditures of the colleges, schools, departments, and other 
instructional divisions of the institution for both credit and noncredit activities in 
general academic instruction, occupational and vocational instruction, special 
session instruction, community education, preparatory and adult basic cduca- 
l 0 ???! rcmcdl *\ and l l! torial instructi <>n. Where they are not separately bud- 
CSiSZ «P«»ditures for departmental research and public service are also 
ncluded here Expenditures for academicadministration are included only where 
, the primary function is instruction. 

Research includes all funds expended for activities specifically organized to 
produce research outcomes and commissioned by an agency either external to the 
institution " SCparatcly bud 8 ctcd »W an organizational unit within the 

i ? Cl ? dCS a «" fu ?. ds budgctcd specifically for public service and 
expended for activities primarily to provide noninstructional services beneficial 
to groups external to the institution. Expenditures for community services and 
cooperative extension services are included. 

Academic support includes expenditures for the support services that are an 
integral part of the institution's primary missions of instruction, research, or 
public service. Included are expenditures for libraries, museums, galleries, audio- 

n™Ln?'!f CS, , COmpUt,ng ™ pportt anci,,ar y su PP ort . academic administration, 
personnel development, and course and curriculum development. 

Student services includes expenditures for admissions, registrar activities, and 
activities whose primary purpose is to contribute to students' emotional and 
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physical well-being and to their intellectual, cultural, and social development out- 
side the context of the forma! instruction program. Examples are career gui- 
dance, counseling, financial aid administration, and student health services, 
where not operated as a self-supporting auxiliary enterprise. 

Institutional support includes expenditures for the day-to-day operational sup- 
port of the institution, excluding expenditures for physical plant operations. 
Included here are general administrative services, executive direction and plan- 
ning, legal and fiscal operations, and community relations. 

Operation and maintenance of plan: includes all expenditures (except those from 
institutional plant funds accounts) for operations established to provide service 
and maintenance related to campus grounds and facilities. 

Scholarships and fellowships includes only the monies given in the form of 
outright grants and trainee stipends to individuals enrolled in formal coursework 
either for credit or noncredit. Also included is aid to students in the form of 
tuition or fee remission, except where this is granted because of faculty or staff 
status. It does not include Federal Basic Opportunity Grants, ROTC, scholar- 
ships, or other programs where the institution is not allowed to select the recipient 
of the grant. College work study program expenses are not reported here but are 
reported where the student serves. 

Educational and general mandatory transfers are transfers from current funds 
that must be made in order to fulfill a binding legal obligation of the institution. 
Reported here are mandatory debt-service provisions relating to academic build- 
ings, including amounts set aside for debt retirement and interest, and required 
provisions for renewal and replacements to the extent not financed from other 
sources. Z 

Total educational and general expenditures and mandatory transfers are the sum 
of the expenditures in the categories listed above. 
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TABLE 1 .-SUMMARY OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURES BY PUBLIC UNIVERSITIES, 1976-77 



Type of expenditure Number 
report* 

tog 

1 2 

Instruction 95 

Research 95 

Public service 94 

Academic support 95 

Student 'services 95 

Institutional support 95 

Operation and maintenance 

of plant 95 

Scholarship* and fellowships 

Unrestricted 80 

Restricted 95 

Educational and general 

mandatory transfers i ' 72 

/ 

'Leu than 0.1 percent. 



fercent of total educational and general expenditures 

Stan- 

dardde- Percentiles 

Mean vjation 5th 10th 25th 50th 75th 90th 95th 
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 



403% 83% 

162 8.9 

7.9 6.2 

9.1 3.1 

4.0 1.8 

73 3.5 

93 2.5 

1.6 '"'Li 

2.7 1.7 

1.8 2.8 



27.8% 29.8% 33.7% 40.1% 45.6% 51.4% 53.7% 



1.8 


29 


9.2 


16.4 


24.1 


27.8 


28.9 


o;4 


0.9 


3.0 


6.0 


11.8 


16.9 


213 


4.4 


5.7 


6.8 


8.7 


10.9 


13.3 


14.1 


13 


1.9 


2.7 


3.o 


5.0 


6.7 


7.6 


3.6 


4.8 


5.7 


7.1 


9.6 


11.9 


15.2 


5.8 


63 


7.5 


8.9 


10.6 


12.8 


14.0 


0.1 " 


0.2 


0.8 


1.3 


23 


3.0 


33 


0.6 


0.9 


1.4 


2.4 


3.5 


5.4 


5.8 




0.1 


0.1 


0.4 


2.7 


5.2 


8.4 
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TABLE 2.-SUMMARY OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURES BY PUBUC OTHER 4- YEAR INSTITUTIONS. 
1976-77 



Percent of total educational and general expenditures 

Type of expenditure " Nur n°" SuiT 

report- dard de- , Percentile! •• 





ing 


Mean 


viation 


5 th 


10th 


25th 


50th 


75th 


90th 


95th 


1 

1 


L 




4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 




418 


47.0% 


9.4% 


31.0% 


34.5% 


41.3% 


48.1% 


53.2% 


58.0% 


60.2% 


Research 




•t.u 


7 ft 


n t 

U.I 


(1.1 


A A 

0.4 


1.2 


5.2 


13.7 


19.6 




340 


3.0 


3.4 


0.1 


0J 


0.7 


1.8 


3.7 


7.1 , . 






416 


93 


4.4 


3.L 


4.6 


6.8 . 


8.5 


113 


13.8 


16.2. 






6.4 


3.6 


1.2 


2.6 


4 -l 


6.1 


8.3 


10S , 


12.6? 


f n tilt tr» n • 1 tiinM/w4 


A t *7 

, 417 


12.1 


6.4 


5.2 


6.4 


8.6 ? 


11.0 


14i 


,17.9 . 


20$. ; 


Operation and maintenance 
























419 


12.9 


4.4 


6.9 


8.1 


10.0 4 


12.4 


1 is:!"" 


l 


s# 


Scholarships and fellowships 
























289 


2.0 


2.6 


0 


0.1 


0.5 . 


1.2"* 




4.0 


;! 5:6-" 

I.- • 




358 


3.5 


4.4 


0.2 


0.5 


1.1 . 


2.0 


4.2 


8.6, 


133 


Educational and general 






















mandatory transfers 


'222 

/ 


3.8 


5.4 


m 


0.1 


0.2 


0.8 




11.7*- 


i8i ! 



'Lest than 0.1 percent. 
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TABLE 3.-SUMMARY OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURES BY PUBLIC 2-YEAR INSTITUTIONS, 1976-77 



Percent of total educational and general expenditure! 

Type of expenditure Number Stan- ~~ 

report- dard de- Percentilet 





ins 


Mean 


viation 


5th 


10th 


z Din 


Duin 


75th 


90th 


95th 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 




826 


51.0% 


8.4% 


37.4% 


39.8% 


45.2% 


51.5% 


57.0% 


61.2% 


633% 




135 


t *» 
* *** 


2.6 


t 


0.1 


0.2 


0.4 


0.8 


2.6 


5.2 




565 


2.8 


4.0 


* 


0.1 


0.5 


1.7 


3.6 


5.9 


9.4 


Academic support 


819 


8.2 


33 


2.9 


3.8 


5.4 


7.7 


10.4 


133 


15.1 


Student services 


825 


8.5 


33 


3.9 


4.9 


6.2 


19 


10.0 


12.7 


14.9 


institutional support 


819 


143 


6.2 


6.4 


IS 


9.5 


13.0 


18.0 


22.8 


26.6 ' 


Operation and maintenance 
of plant 


828 


11.6 


4.1 


6.0 


7.1 


8.8 


11.0 


13.9 


163 


18.7 


Scholarships and fellowships 


351 


1.3 


1.8 


t 


0.1 


0.2 


0.5 


1.5 


3.8 


4.7 


Restricted 

*• 


553 v 


3.7 


4.4 


0.1 


03 


0.8 


1.9 


5.2 


9.7 


11.7 


Educational and general % 


297 


4.3 


5.S 


m 


0.1 


0.3 


23 


6.4 


123 


.'.6.6 



'Less than 0.1 percent. 
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TABLE 4.— SUMMARY OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURES BY PRIVATE UNIVERSITIES, 1976-77 



Percent of total educational and general expenditure! 



Type of expenditure 


Number 
report- 




Stan- 
dard de- 








Percentiles 








ing 


Mean 


viation 


5th 


10th 


25th 


50th 


75th 


90th 


95th 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 




63 


41.2% 


9.1% 


23.3% 


26.8% 


35.5% 


41.5% 


47.1% 


51.2% 


553% 




61 


143 


11.7 


0.5 


0.9 


44 


123 


22.6 








34 


3.2 


5.9 


0 


0.1 


0.5 


1.7 


3.7 


5.2 


9.4 


Academic support 


63 


8.0 


33 


3.2 


4.1 


6.0 


7.4 


9.1 


11.6 


143 




63 


43 


2.0 


1.7 


2.2 


2.7 


3.8 


53 


6.8 


73 




63 


11.0 


4.2 


5.0 


63 


83 


10.4 


12.4 


163 


18.8 


Operation and maintenance 


63 


9.6 


23 


5.8 


6.4 


7.7 


9.0 


11.9 


13.0 


133 


Scholarships and fellowships 


63 


4.8 


2.5 


1.5 


1.7 


2.8 


4.4 


6.4 


7.9 


9.5 


Restricted 


60 


4.0 


23 


0.7 


1.1 


2.4 


3.4 


53 


7.1 


7.9 


Educational and general 


■ 57 


1.7 


1.6 


* 

r 0.1 


0.1 


0.4 


1.1 


2.0 


3.7 


5.5 



'Lett than 0.1 percent. 
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I9727 E 7 5 '~ SUMMARY ° F ™ E DISTWBUTI0N O p EXPENDITURES BY PRIVATE OTHER 4-YEAR INSTITUTIONS, 



Type of expenditure 


iNumoer 
report- 

ino 




Percent of total educational and general exoeiiditure* 




Mean 


Stan- 
dard de- 
viation 


5th 


10th 


25th 


Percentiles 

crwu icil 






1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


JUUl 

8 


9 


90th 
10 


95th 
11 


Instruction 


1,151 


37.0% 


10.0% 


20.6% 


24.8% 


31.3% 


37.0% 


42.6% 


48.8% 


JJ.Z*> 


Research 


350 


4.5 


9.5 




ft 1 

U.I 


A A 
0.4 


1.0 


3.6 


11.0 


20.5 


Public service 


365 


3.7 


5.8 


0.1 


0.2 


0.8 


2.0 


4.7 


7.9 


12.6 


Academic support 


1,127 


8.1 


5.6 


2.6 


3.4 


4.6 


6.5 


9.8 


14.2 


19.2 


Student services 


1,064 


8.2 


4.2 


1.6 


2.8 


5.5 


8.1 


10.4 


13.0 


14.9 


Institutional support 


1.128 


20.2' 


8.7 


8.7 


11.2 


14.5 


18.8 


24.4 


31.0 


35.4 


Operation and maintenance 
of plant 


1,141 


12.6 


6.5 


5.4 


6.9 


8.9 


11.4 


14.4 


18.9 


23.5 


Scholarships and fellowships 
Unrestricted 


956 


5.7 


4.3 


0.6 


1.2 


2.9 


4.9 


7.6 


10.5 


12.6 


Restricted 


904 


6.1 


5.6 


0.4 


0.9 


2.2 


4.7 


8.4 


12.3 


16.0 * 



Educational and general 
mandatory transfers . . . 



785 4.0 5.3 



0.1 0.2 0.6 2.4 5.3 9.6 



13.6 



'Less than 0.1 percent. 
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TABLE 6.— SUMMARY OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF EXPENDITURES BY PRIVATE 2-YEAR INSTITUTIONS, 1976-77 



Type of expenditure Number Stan 

report- dtrd de 

;__ ing Mean viation 

1 2 3 4 

Instruction ... 198 34.9% 12.9% 

Research 10 1.8 2.8 

Public service . 25 4.5 5.4 

Academic support 190 8.1 7.4 

Student sendees 181 10.2 6.4 

Institutional support ' 1 84 23.7 1 1 .2 

Operation and maintenance 

of plant :. 201 14,4 7.2 

Scholarships and fellowships 

Unrestricted 138 4.4 5.7 

Restricted \ 107 5.6 6.2 

Educational and general 

mandatory transfers '84 6.9 9.1 

> / 

"Lett than 0.1 percent. 



Percent of total educational and general expenditures 



Percentiles 

Sth 10th 25 th SOth 7Sth 90th 95th~ 



8 



10 



11 



I 



17.1% 20.0% 26.6% 32.5% 41.1 % 52.1% 59.7% 

« « 0.4 0.7 1.9 1.9 5.7 
2.0 
5.8 



0.2 
1.3 
1.1 
4.2 



0.3 
1.8 
2.0 



0.6 
3.4 



5.8 11.5 16.7 



9.6 18.3 25.9 



6.0 10.0 14.0 17.1 21.2 



8.6 16.2 23.5 30.5 37.5 42.5 



3.2 6.0 9.5 13.7 18.1 23.2 27.6 

03 0.6 1.5 3.1 5.4 9.1 10.6 

0.3 0.6 1.6 3.6 7.4 11.6 17.5 

0.1 0.3 1.0 3.1 9.0 14.4 26.4 



3 
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JkKS w5ffiKiffiS^JSH^X !0,IAL ANDGENERAL EXPENDITURES DIRECTED TO INSTRUCTION IN 
FISCAL 1976 IN PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION, BY STATE AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION 



J? 
1 



SUtc 



AU 

institutions 



Major 

doctoral de- 
greejrantlng 



Type of public institution 



ERLC 



L- 2_ 

Aj* 1 ^ 44% 

Alaska 29 

Arizona ) 47 

Arkansas 4 4i 

California 47 

Colorado '45 

Connecticut 44 

Delaware ~ 41 * 

District of Columbia * 48 

Florida 45 * 

Georgia v ,> 42 

Hawaii 43 

Idaho 45 

Illinois ^45 

Indiana « 47 

lowft #%# ,^,^46' 

Kansas * 46 

K«jucky 35. 

Louisiana ' « 40 

Maine S 33 

Maryland 49 

Massachusetts ^48 

MfcW«w 46 

Minnesota ' 40 

Mississippi ■< 42 

Missouri / 44 

Montana ~ 44 

Nebraska 45 

Nevada 39 

New Hampshire 36 

NewJersey 4$ 

New Mexico 36 

New York 45 

North Csrollna 47 

North Drtcota 48 

Ohio , 50 

Oklahoma 48 

Oegon 46 

Pennsylvania 43 

Rhode Island 37 

South Carolina 44 

South Dakota 42 

Tennessee 42 

Texas 46 

Utah 42 

Vermont 42 

Virginia 48 

Wellington 46 

WeatVirginia 44 

Wisconsin 44 

Wyoming 50 

U A AVERAGE 45 

Highest J0~ 

Third quartile 47 

Lowest 29 



Comprehensive 



General 
baccalaureate 



4 \*. 

*42 

23 

. 36 

41 

36 

* 41 

* 47 

i- 38 
* 40 
34 

!-?*.t- 42r 
... . 

32 
44 

: -'28 

t ' 44 
'42 
43 
40 
34 

40 

- 52 
38 

» • • • 

29 

38 
32 
34 
37 
56 

50 
40 
39 
39 
33 

38 

*36 
37 
39 

42 
43 

39 
37 
36 
51 



39 
"75" 
42 



43% 

29 

51 

45 

63 

47 
58 

53 
41 

; 53 

' 56 
' 46 
58 

,46 
50 
37 
50 

46 
61 
49 
54 
48 

49 

37 
55 
38 
59 

51 
45 
50 
58 . 
34 

49 
66 
54 
48 

• . . 

44 
40 
46 
49 



55 
54 
43 
50 

» • . 

51 



.36 
23 
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"55" 
54 
49 

45 
29 



45% 



43 
52 

. . • 

35 

*38 

40 
52 
50 

* . • 

51 

. . . 

54 
33 
47 
35 

58 
46 
50 
46 
41 

42 
'40 



47 
33 
39 
45 
54 

26 
57 
52 
44 

48 
49 
47 

*53 

47 
54 
37 
49 
38 



47 

ST" 

51 

^' -46^ 
40 
26 



Two-yor 



55% 
29 

56 . 

49 

50 

53 
47 
44 

46 

49 
53 
52 
57 
52 

59. Y 

52 

57 

48* 

59 

50 
47 
52 
46 
57 

51 
57 
54 
48 
56 

42 
50 
51 
58 
58 

53 
54 
50 
46 
47 

55 

*54 

53 
56 

34 
53 
58 
56 
55 
49 
52 



79" 
56 
52 
49 
29 



TABLE 8.-RANKINGS OF THE STATES BY THE PERCENT OF TOTAL EDUCATIONAL AND GENERAL EXPENDI- 
TURES DIRECTED TO INSTRUCTION IN FISCAL 1976 IN PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION, BY 
TYPE OF INSTITUTION 



State 



All 

institutions 



1 



1 



Major 

doctoral de- 
gree-panting 



Type of public institution 



Compreheniivt 



General 
baccalaureate 



Two-year 



Alabama 27 

Alaska SI 

Arizona 10 

Arkanaae 42 

California 10 

Colorado 22 

Connecticut 27 

Delaware 42 

District of Columbia 5 

Florida 22 

Georgia , 36 

Hawaii 34 

Idaho 22 

Illinois 14 

Indiana 10 

bwa 14 

Kansas 14 

Kentucky 4? 

Louisiana 3 

Maine SO 

Maryland 3 

Massachusetts S 

Michigan 14 

Minnesota A . 44 

Mississippi / 36 

Missouri / 27 

Montana 27 

Nebraska 22 

Nevada 45 

New Hampshire 47 

New Jersey 14 

New Mexico 47 

New York 22 

North Carolina 10 

North Dakota 5 

Ohio 1 

Oklahoma 5 

Oregon 14 

Pennsylvania 34 

Rhode Island 46 

South Carolina 27 

South Dakota 36 

Tennessee 36 

Texas 14 

Utah 36 

Vermont 36 

Virginia 5 

Washington 14 

West Virginia 27 

Wisconsin 27 

Wyoming 1 

VS. AVERAGE 22 



■a 



is 
ii 

47 

35 

IS 
35 
IS 



27 
18 
39 
22 

.8 

11 
27 
43 
6 
46 

6 
11 
8 

■ 18 

, 39 

18 

2 
27 

45 

27 
43 
39 
32 
1 

4 

18 
22 
22 
42 

27 

35 
32 
22 

11 
8 
22 
32 
35 
3 
24 



36 
44 
16 

33 
2 

28 
5 

"l4> 
38 

14 

*8 
29 
5 

29 
18 
41 
18 

29 
3 
22 
11 
26 

22 
41 

9 
40 

4 

16 
33 
18 
5 
43 

22 
1 
11 

26 

35 
39 
29 
22 



9 
11 
36 
18 

16 



22 



25 
7 

• • • 

34 

'31 

28 
7 
11 

• • • 

10 

"3 
36 
16 
34 

1 

20 
11 

20 
27 

26 
28 



16 

36 
30 
22 
3 

38 
2 
7 

24 

15 
13 
16 

"6 

16 
3 

33 
13 
31 

17 



14 
45 
10 

35 
31 

20 
40 
46 

'43 

35 
20 
25 
6 
25 

1 

25 
6 

38 
1 

31 

'JO 
25 
43 
6 

29 
6 
17 
33 
10 

47 

31 
29 
3 
3 

20 
17 
31 
43 
40 

14 

n 

20 
10 

48 
20 
3 

10 
14 

35 
25 



